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throughout the region spreads informa-
tion developed by the institute. The in-
stitute is also home to a lobster library
which holds nearly 2,000 journal arti-
cles, research reports and informa-
tional pamphlets.

Basically, what we’re saying is that
one of the reasons the lobster industry
is one of the most successfully man-
aged fisheries in the Northeast is pre-
cisely because of this research. And
some Federal contribution, a small
contribution, $200,000 is what’s at stake
here, is the linchpin that holds this or-
ganization together.

A few final concluding comments.
The private sector, which is supported
by this research institute, includes jobs
for 8,000 fishermen and countless other
jobs for additional businesses such as
dealers, distributors, boat builders, ma-
rine suppliers and a variety of tourism-
related businesses.

Throughout the Nation, the lobster
industry has an economic impact of
somewhere between $2.4- and $4 billion
a year, with 10,000 commercial lobster
licenses issued each year. It’s ranked,
American lobster, I would say Maine
lobster, but, you know, who’s quarrel-
ling here, American lobster is ranked
third on the U.S. seafood export list,
proving that it’s essential to our econ-
omy.

In Maine, we have 5,800 licensed
lobstermen, and the catch from Maine
lobstermen makes up approximately 70
percent of all U.S. landings.

I would just say in conclusion, this
may seem like a small amount of
money to a small research institute,
but it holds together a private industry
of great economic importance not just
to Maine, but to the Northeast and to
all of our oceans-related industries.

That’s why I strenuously object to
this amendment. I urge its defeat.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. MOLLOHAN. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike the last word.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from West Virginia is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. MOLLOHAN. Mr. Chairman, I
want to support the gentleman from
Maine’s program. This funding sup-
ports scientific staff who monitor the
health of Maine lobster fisheries, a cru-
cial industry in his area and a crucial
resource for the whole country.

The funding provides infrastructure
to improve science research efforts in
this regard. Funding is crucial to un-
derstanding the health of the lobster
fishery industry, and he stresses that
in his remarks.

This amendment is supported by the
subcommittee. It’s a good earmark, it’s
a good project, and this Member has
concluded that it’s essential in his area
and to support this very important in-
dustry in his area. The subcommittee
strongly supports this Member’s
project in this regard.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, I move to strike the last word.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from New Jersey is recognized for 5
minutes.
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Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in opposition to the gentle-
man’s amendment, but certainly know
where his heart is because he’s been
diligent and persistent.

The directed spending included in our
committee’s report augments and, in
some cases, enhances the administra-
tion’s own earmarks with congres-
sional priorities, which is entirely ap-
propriate. Funding recommendations
included in our report were made in
full compliance with the applicable
rules and procedures of the House. So
there’s total transparency.

On a bipartisan basis, I've worked
with Chairman MOLLOHAN in reviewing
all of the requests before the Com-
merce, dJustice and Science Sub-
committee, all of the Member requests,
and we recommend funding for this and
other projects which people will try to
take out.

We believe these projects have merit,
and what’s most appropriate is that
Members are willing to come to the
floor to defend their projects, and
that’s necessary because we need to
hear from them as to their merit. They
know their States, and they know their
districts, and that’s why we’re sup-
porting this process.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE).

The question was taken; and the
Chairman announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, I demand
a recorded vote.

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to clause
6 of rule XVIII, further proceedings on
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona will be postponed.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. FLAKE

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. FLAKE:

At the end of the bill, before the short
title, insert the following new title:

TITLE VII—ADDITIONAL GENERAL
PROVISIONS

SEC. 701. (a) LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS.—
None of the funds made available by this Act
may be used for meteorological equipment at
Valparaiso University in Valparaiso, Indi-
ana.

(b) CORRESPONDING REDUCTION IN FUNDS.—
The amount otherwise provided by this Act
for ‘“National Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad-
ministration—Operations, Research, and Fa-
cilities’ is hereby reduced by $720,000.

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, this is a
rather large earmark, $720,000. It’s for
Federal funding for meteorological
equipment at Valparaiso University in
Valparaiso, Indiana.

Growing up, I was told the best way
to tell the weather was to stick your
arm out the window of the vehicle as
we were going down a farm road. This
seems to me to be Congress’s way of
sticking their arm into taxpayers’ back
pocket and getting their wallet.

The earmark description in the cer-
tification letter submitted said the
earmark would fund the equipment as
a teaching tool for the university’s me-
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teorology department and provide
weather information to entities in
northwestern Indiana and surrounding
areas.

This university is a coed, 4-year, pri-
vate university located, as I said, in
northwestern Indiana. It’s ranked by
the U.S. News and World Report as one
of the top universities in the Midwest.
Its endowment is in excess of $143 mil-
lion.

Again, why do we fund earmarks for
institutions that are as flush as this
one? Why do we dole out any Federal
money to any private institution such
as this, with a generous endowment al-
ready there?

When we approve earmarks like this,
we as an institution are bypassing the
competitive grant process that already
exists for funding educational and re-
search institutions.

In 1950, the National Science Founda-
tion, an independent Federal agency,
was created by legislation with the in-
tent of promoting the progress of
science and advancing national health
and welfare by supporting research and
education in all fields of science and
engineering.

In the past, the Federal Government
has awarded more than $400 billion in
the form of competitive grants; $400
billion has been given out by the NSF
over the years. This agency was cre-
ated with a specific purpose of giving
out grants like this.

Over the course of this year, the Di-
vision of Atmospheric Sciences, an of-
fice within NSF, has awarded more
than $2 million to fund research for
meteorological experiments. Federal
funding exists for the sponsor’s ear-
mark. This grant process should be re-
spected.

Again, we are going outside of the
process. There’s a process that we have
established, that we have caused to be
established in the Federal agencies to
give out money in this regard, and here
we’'re saying, well, we’re not going to
go through that. Perhaps this univer-
sity, I don’t know, perhaps it applied
for a grant and didn’t get it. Perhaps it
has received other grants, I just don’t
know, but what I do know is we are
giving what amounts to a no-bid con-
tract where one member of the Appro-
priations Committee is going to say,
I'm going to designate or earmark
money for this institution and bypass
the process that we have set in place.
And I just don’t think that’s right.

If we don’t like the process that’s
been established, let’s change it. Let’s
tell the Federal agencies, you need to
have a broader pool, you need to give
more grants out to small colleges, you
need to do this, you need to do that,
but let’s establish a process and then
follow it rather than circumvent it.
And this, I see, is circumventing the
process.

This bill, the underlying bill today,
funds the National Science Foundation
at a level of more than $6 billion. What
is the purpose of funding an agency
like this and telling that agency to



